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ADVERTISEMENT. 



The criticism upon Lord Campbell's ' Life of 
Bacon/ which forms the chief part of this little 
volume, appeared in the 'Examiner' on the 25th of 
December, 1852, in a notice of Mr. Bohn's recent 
edition of Bacon's moral and historical works. The 
pages referred to are those of the second volume of 
the ' Lives of the Chancellors,' third edition. The 
" Eemarks" which I have prefixed and interspersed 
refer to the new edition of the ' Life of Bacon' which 
appeared about the beginning of May in ' Murray's 
Railway Reading/ and in which some of the passages 
referred to by the ^Examiner' have been altered. 
The criticism and the remarks together will form, 
it is thought, a useful companion to Mr. Murray's 
volume. 

London^ June^ 1853. 



COMPANION 



TO 



LORD CAMPBELL'S LIFE OF BACON 



INTRODUCTION. 

When I buy a book which calls itself a ^^ Life/' I 
presume^ as a matter of course^ that the statements 
which it contains are, to the best of the writer's know- 
ledge, true ; and if I find upon examination that cir- 
cumstances of his own invention — some of which he 
had no reason to believe ever happened, and others 
he had good reason to believe never happened — are 
deliberately related in it as facts, I consider the pub- 
lication a fraud; a case of obtaining money under 
false pretences ; analogous in all respects (except that 
the law gives me no remedy) to that of a jeweller who 



8 INTRODUCTION. 

sells me for a diamond what he knows to be a piece 
of paste. There being no remedy however^ there i-^ 
the more need of caution ; and a remarkable ease of 
this kind having just now come under my own ob- 
servation^ I suppose I shall be doing a good service 
by making it known. 

The case is shortly this. A few months sinee^ a 
paper appeared in the ^ Examiner/ undertakings with 
reference to a recent essay on the Life of Bacon 
in which the writer had taken all his facts from 
Lord Campbell^ to prove that his lordship's book 
was not to be relied upon as an authority for any 
fact connected with the subject. The argument was 
reduced to a very simple form. A series of distinct 
statements extracted from the latest edition of the 
' Lives of the Chancellors' was set out on one side of 
the column ; a series of passages extracted from the 
books^ distinctly contradicting them^ on the other. 
The list professed to be only a selection from one 
much larger^ but it filled six columns of small type. 
The references were precise. The books referred to 
were accessible to everybody^ and mostly the same 
which Lord Campbell himself had used. The differ- 
ences were in matters not of opinion^ but of fact^ and 
were in all the cases glaring and undeniable, in many 
by no means immaterial. But this was not the worst. 
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It was not in the detection of particular errors, how- 
ever numerous and however inexcusable, that the fatal 
part of the exposure consisted. A book written by a 
veracioTis man with imperfect information may contain 
a hundred particular errors, and be a very good and 
even a very true book notwithstanding; but this is 
only where the writer deals faithfully with such infor- 
mation as he has. A right- view on one point will 
give such a direction to his judgement that, though it 
may go wrong, it will not go far wrong on another. 
The fatal point in Lord Campbell's case was this : — it 
was evident that he had written the Life of Bacon 
not only without taking ordinary pains to procure in- 
formation where he had it not, but with a deliberate 
and habitual disregard of the information which he 
had. It was impossible to compare the opposite sides 
of those six closely-printed columns without feeling 
that, if the parallel quotations were correctly given, 
he was a writer not of biographies, but of biographical 
romances ; using habitually as large a license in the 
way of alteration, omission, transposition, and simple 
invention, as any professed writer of fictions founded 
on fact need desire. Nor was it possible to turn to 
the places referred to without finding that the quota- 
tions on both sides of the column were scrupulously 
correct. On these points however I wish the reader 
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not to take my word, but to use his own eyes and 
judge for himself. 

Not long after the appearance of this article,, the 
advertising list of ^^ Murray's Railway Reading" an- 
nounced, among its forthcoming treasures of sound 
information and innocent amusement, " The Life of 
Lord Bacon, by Lord Campbell"; and I was curiouis 
to know in what form it would appear, — ^whether an 
attempt would be made to remove the errors whicb 
had been exposed, or whether the exposure would be 
simply ignored, and the work reprinted without alte- 
ration or explanation, in the belief that the reading 
public, desiring only amtisement, are too ignorant 
to know, too idle to inquire, and too indifferent to 
care, whether the books they read be true or fS&lse 
witnesses concerning the matters of which they treat. 
Neither of these courses was without its difficulty. 
For though the particular errors pointed out in the 
'Examiner* might have been corrected, no reader 
who had examined and weighed them, and considered 
what they implied as well as what they were, could 
have been satisfied with that alone ; for he must have 
felt that the disease (5f which those errors were only 
symptoms lay far too deep to admit of any effectual 
cure, except by pulling the whole thing to pieces and 
building it up on a new foundation. Besides, the 
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critic had intimated that his store was not exhausted^ 
but would furnish a second list of the same kind as 
long as the first ; and as Lord Camphell knew very 
well that if his hook was vulnerable in one point it 
was vuhierable all oyer (being all run up on the same 
plan^ — ^that, namely^ of taking without inquiry what- 
ever he fouad ready to his hand in the latest and most 
popidar exposition^ and where details seemed wanting 
to give spirit to his narrative, filling it up with inven- 
tions of his own), he felt, no doubt, that to correct aU 
and only those particular errors wonld be to confess 
the sin without entitling himself to absolution. On 
the other hand, to reproduce the Life exactly as it 
was, without alteration or explanation, would be a 
bold measure even for the author of the ' Lives of 
the Chancellors,' with all the encouragement of the 
last six years to support him. For as indulgent as 
the reviewing and review-reading public is disposed to 
be towards the grossest historical misrepresentations, 
so long as they axe fairly imputable to nothing worse 
than ignorance, idleness, or want of judgement, yet 
the deliberate reproduction of distinct misrepresenta- 
tions which have been publicly challenged, confuted, 
and corrected, and that in a series of works professing 
to contain ^' sound information and innocent amuse- 
ment suited for all classes of readers,^' is rather more 
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than the most indulgent reader can be expected to 
excuse. 

Well^ the book is out at last^ and it is for Railway- 
readers to say what they think of it^ and whether they 
wiU have it. It seems that Lord Campbell (for I 
assume that the publisher has acted with his autho- 
rity), in endeavouring to steer between these two dif- 
ficulties, has in fact fallen foul of both. The hook 
appears without a word of explanation. First comes 
the title-page, " The Life of Lord Bacon^ by John 
Lord Campbell, LL.D., F.B.S.E. [extracted from 
the ^ Lives of the Lord Chancellors^] '/^ then the 
table of contents; then the Life itself. Not a word 
before or after to indicate that any part has heen 
revised or any word altered. But when I turn to 
those passages which I know of, what do I find? I 
find that in about half of them alterations have been 
silently introduced; alterations sufficient in two or 
three of the cases to remove the error altogether ; suf- 
ficient in most of them to remove it so far out of sight 
that, though stiU there, it is no longer exposed to the 
same decisive confutation; sufficient in almost every 
one to show from what source Lord Campbell has de- 
rived the new information by which the change has 
been suggested. In, the other half no alteration has 
been made at all. The challenged statements stand 
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exactly as they did, uncorrected, undefended, unex- 
plained, unnoticed. By what principle he has been 
guided in choosing which to correct and which to 
leave uncorrected, it is difficult to guess; for among 
those which he has left are several quite as decisive, 
qtiite as important, quite as destructive of all pre- 
tensions to the character of a trustworthy writer, as 
most of those which he has altered. So however it 
is. I cannot aiSect to doubt that he had the whole 
criticism before him, and that these are the only 
alterations which he has thought it necessary in con- 
sequence to introduce. 

Now comes the question, whether this is to be 
tolerated. It is sufficiently discreditable to our lite- 
rary police that the ' Lives of the Chancellors' should, 
on its first appearance, have passed through all the 
reviews with nothing but compliments. It is not 
very creditable to the reading public, that in the 
course of six years they should not have detected for 
themselves, without the help of reviewers, the real 
character of the book. But if, after being publicly 
denounced, exposed, and convicted, it shaU still be 
permitted to go about in company with books of 
good repute, the discredit will fall on literature itself. 
The respectability of the whole profession is concerned 
in putting it down. 
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Now the difficulty is not in proving the case^ for the 
evidence is sufficient to ensure a conviction before any 
jury^ but in obtaining a hearing for it. And in this 
respect it must be admitted that Lord Campbell stands 
at a great advantage. His first three volumes took 
public opinion as it were by surprise. The announce- 
ment that he was about to appear as an author at all 
had excited general curiosity^ mixed with wonder. The 
first sample was scarcely out^ when the 'Quarterly 
Review' greeted it with a burst of applause^ assuring 
us, more especially with regard to this particular per- 
formance, that " Lord Campbell had produced a mas- 
terly review of Bacon's whole career/' — '' a specimen 
of care and taste which had not been excelled by any 
effort of this age so rich in biography;" from which 
they would make no extracts, but ''leave it unbroken, 
to be studied and admired now and hereafter in the 
work on which it alone would have been sufficient to 
stamp the character of solid worth." Other critics, 
urged by the curiosity of their readers to report upon 
the book before they had had time to examine it, fol- 
lowed in similar strains of unsuspicious eulogy. The 
few remonstrant voices were scarcely heard amid the 
general applause ; and of those whose previous studies 
enabled them to see at once its real character and 
the manner in which it had been put together, the 
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greater number shook their heads^ smiled^ and let it 
pass^ as an imposture too palpable to be worth expos- 
ing. But the reputation of a book which Has been 
praised by most of those whose business it is to judge 
for others^ and read in faith by thousands who have 
no means of judging for themselves^ is not so easily 
overthrown ; and in spite of the protests which have 
been dropping in ever since from aU who have reaUy 
visited any of the places through which Lord Camp- 
bell travelled with such wonderful expedition, the 
^ Lives of the Chancellors' still keeps its place on 
the lower shelf, is still consulted and quoted as a 
popular authority, and is now, it seems, to be distri- 
buted in separate portions for the 'Special benefit of 
railway readers. Against a reputation thus esta- 
blished and a circulation thus secured reviews can do 
but little. The periodical criticism may produce an 
eflFect at the time, but it is laid by next week, and is 
no longer producible. The ^Examiner' of the 25th 
of December has long since passed into the waste- 
basket, or is tied up somewhere in the closet, or at 
best is bound into an unwieldy volume. Lord Camp- 
bell's ^ Life of Bacon' glows in scarlet on every 
railway-stall, and may be had for half a crown. To 
be encountered effectually it must be met on its own 
ground. 
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By so meeting it however^ I am not without hope 
that something may yet be done. I am sure that for 
the credit of literature something ought at least to he 
tried ; and I do not think that the trial can be made 
more fairly or with a better chance of success^ than 
by reprinting* the paper which appeared in the ' Exa- 
miner' in a form sidtable for circulation^ and with 
notes. This I have accordingly obtained leave to do. 
The paper itself I have given exactly as it was ; but 
at the end of each article I have added some remarks 
of my own^ showing what alterations Lord Campbell 
has thought fit to make in consequence^ what passages 
he has left unaltered^ and how far in each case the 
alterations which he has introduced are sufficient to 
remove the objection. The conclusion I leave to the 
reader's judgement. 



NOTICE 

OF 

ME. DEVEY'S ESSAY 
ON THE LIFE AND WEITINGS OF BACON*. 

[^Reprinted from the ^JExaminer' of December 25, 1852.] 



The biographical portion of Mr. Devey^s introduc- 
tion may be regarded as an abridgment of Lord 
CampbelPs ^Life of Bacon ^; for though many of the 
statements have been inadvertently altered in the 
process of reduction^ the alterations are for the most 
part not corrections, but corruptions ; and it is easy 
to see that Mr. Devey has been satisfied with Lord 
Campbell^s authority, and looked no further. 

Now, if Lord Campbell had spent forty years upon 
the life of one chancellor, instead of four upon the 
lives of a hundred and fifty, we should not even then 
have thought an editor and biographer justified in 
repeating his statements without inquiry, in matters 
concerning which the whole evidence lay within his 

* Prefixed to Mr. Bohn's edition of Bacon's moral and historical 
works. 

B 
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Qwn reach. Thq most careful man will make mis- 
takes^ and Lord. Campbell^ though he has had credit 
given him for most of the merits of a biographer^ has 
been even by his most ardent admirers rather excused 
for occasional stumbles in consideration of the great 
speed with which he travelled^ than pronounced in- 
fallible. But if the impressions derived by one man 
from a four years' excursion through the records of 
eight centuries — a kind of holiday tour in search of 
the historical picturesque — are to be adopted without 
inquiry by every succeeding biographer as historical 
facts^ it becomes necessary to look a little more 
closely into his title to so large an authority over so 
extensive a domain. 

It is now six years since^ in welcoming Lord Camp- 
bell's three first volumes a few weeks after their ap- 
pearance^ we hazarded an opinion with regard to the 
particular life of Bacon^ that when his lordship came 
to consider the subject a little more closely, he would 
see reason to alter his story in one or two points ; and 
having had occasion since that time to consider the 
subject a little more closely ourselves, we are sorry 
to say that we find he has more work to do in that 
way than we then suspected. We cannot afford space 
for half the points which we have noted as requiring 
correction ; but we submit both to himself with a view 
to the improvement of his next edition, and to all 
biographers who may be travelling over any part of 
his ground, for their serious caution and warning, the 
following selection from our list, — the list itself being 
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the result of a comparison between the statements 
which we find in Lord Campbell and the fEicts which 
we find in the books to which he refers^ or should 
have referred, us for authority. We have set them 
forth as simply as we could, and without comment ; 
and we have selected from our collection, not those in 
which the misrepresentation involved appears to us 
largest and most mischievous, but those in which the 
discrepancy between the statement and the fact is 
most obvious and undeniable, and can be made in- 
telligible without raising any difficult or disputable 
question, — ^without appealing to any evidence which is 
not easily accessible to everybody, — ^without the help 
of any learning or sagacity, moral or intellectual, or 
of any faculty but that of eyesight and the sort of 
understanding which all men have who are allowed 
to go about by themselves. We have not omitted 
or distinguished from the rest those statements for 
which Lord Campbell might have vouched the autho- 
rity of Mr. Macaulay or Mr. Montagu, and which 
he has indeed taken, or meant to take, from them, 
because they are not so distinguished in his book ; 
and the conclusion which we wish now to establish 
is merely this, that his book, as it stands in the latest 
edition, cannot be relied upon as an authority for any 
fact connected with the life or works of Bacon. 

We make no apology to our readers for the space 
which we have devoted to this subject. More is in 
question than the value of rival biographies. The 
value of no less a thing than Bacon^s great bequest 
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to the next ages, — ^the memory of his life, his words, 
his thoughts, — depends upon their being Mthfidly 
reported and justly interpreted. And if it be tme 
that such report and such interpretation is not to be 
looked for in the latest and most popular biographies, 
the knowledge of the fact is well worth the space 
which is necessary to make it clearly out. , 

I. 

STATEMKNTS WHICH WE FIIO) IK FACTS WHICH WE VUTD TK THE 
LOBD OAliFBELL (pp. 288-9). BOOKS. 

That " afier the recall of In Lord Burghley's Diary 
Sir AmjoB Fcmlety Bacon (Murdin, p. 780), we find 
made a tour," etc., " and that Sir Amyas Pawlet was 
then fixed himself for steady recalled on the Ist of No- 
application at Poictiers ;" vember, 1679, and that Sir 
but that ^^ while thinking Nicolas Bacon died on the 
he should spend his life in 20th of Pebruary, 1678-9, 
such speculations and pur- nine months hefore, 
suits ... he hea/rd of the 

sudden death of his father,*' and " instantly returned to 
England." And this is a point of son^e importance, if it 
be true, as Lord Campbell assures us (p. 288), that this 
passage in his life '* has received too little attention,'* 
that these years were " the most valimble of his life," 
and that "his subsequent literary eminence may be 
traced to his long sojourn in a foreign country during the 
age of preparatory studies — ^^Imost as much as that of 
Hume or Gibbon." 

REMARKS. 

If this passage in Bacon^s life has received too 
little attention^ it is strange that Lord Campbell 
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should not be disposed to pay a little more attention 
to it himself. His error (derived, I see, from Mr. 
Montagu) as to the date of Sir Amyas's recall would 
have been hardly worth mentioning, but for the in- 
ference which is drawn from it with regard to the 
manner in which Bacon spent those three years. If 
Sir Amyas had been recalled before the three years 
were out, it would have been fair to infer that Bacon 
spent the rest of the time in travelling; and the fact, 
though not so important as Lord Campbell represents 
it to be, would have been sufliciently interesting to be 
worth recording. For the same reason, if there is 
reason to think that he did not so spend them, that 
fact is worth recording also. 

Now as Sir Amyas was certainly not recalled within 
the three years, as he certainly did go to all the places 
which there is any reason to suppose Bacon ever vi* 
sited, and as Bacon has himself said (Works, vol. vi. 
p. 54) that he was ^^ three of his young years bred 
with q/n ambassador in Francey^ the presimiption is 
that he was with Sir Amyas all the time, and spent no 
part of it in the sort of tour which Lord Campbell 
describes. And this was the mistake which it was 
important to correct. Yet he leaves this part of his 
story unaltered, merely replacing the words '^ after 
the recall of Sir Amyas PauUt" by the words " after 
parsing a few weeks mme in the gay society of Paris 
under the auspices of Sir Amyas Paulet " (see p. 10) ; 
and then going on as before, leaving us to suppose 
that Bacon left Sir Amyas at Paris and proceeded on 
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his travels by himself. The statement as it now 
stands^ therefore^ though no longer irreconcilable with 
the fact by which the 'Examiner^ confronts it^ re- 
mains in this material part of it as inaccurate as it 
was before. 

II. 

flTATBXXVTS WHICH WX 7nn> PACTS WHICH WX PIITD HT THK 
IV LOBD CAMFBXLL (p. 288). BOOKS. 

That the "tour" which Prom the dates of Sir A. 
Bacon made " after the re- Paulet's despatches, which 
caU of Sir Amyas Paulet'* may be seen in the cata- 
was " through the south- logue of the Cotton M88., 
em and western parts of p. 169, we learn that all the 
France." placeswhichBacon isknown 

or supposed to hare visited 
in France were visited by Sir Amyas, on the business of 
his embassy, in the autumn of 1677 ; and we infer that 
where Sir Amyas, writing to Sir Nicholas Bacon in Sep- 
tember, 1577, when he was at Foictiers, tells him that 
" your son, my eom/pcmiony has passed the brunt and peril 
of fhu journey " [not " Jiia journey," as Lord C. prints 
it, note p. 288], he alludes, not as Lord C. imagines, to 
" a short visit " made by Bacon " to his family " with de- 
spatches,— but to his own journey, with Bacon in his com- 
pany, from Faris through Blois and Tours to Foictiers. 

BElfABKS. 

That Bacon's '^ tour '^ was ^' through the southern 
and western parts of France " was Lord Campbell's 
own statement, founded apparently upon the fact that 
he went as far south-west as Foictiers. Mr. Mon- 
tagu only says that he '^ travelled into the French 
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provinces/^ and Mr. Maoaulay that he " made a tour 
through several provinces.^^ K it be true, as the 
facts seem to indicate^ that he merely followed the 
movements of the French Court, in the suite of the 
ambassador, from Paris to Blois, from Blois to Tours, 
and from Tours to Foictiers; and all this in the 
autumn of 1577; I think nobody will be able to in- 
fer the truth from Lord Campbell's words, which are 
evidently meant to describe both a different course 
and a different kind of travelling. It is a matter of 
small consequence, (unless indeed one could believe 
with Lord Campbell that Bacon's " subsequent lite- 
rary eminence may be distinctly traced to this long 
sojourn in a foreign country,'' etc., in which case it 
would be a matter of very great interest to know all 
the particulars of it,) yet it is a pity not to have the 
true instead of the fancy account of it, when one is 
as ready at hand as the other. 

And so also with regard to the ^' short visit to his 
family with despatches." For there is no alteration 
in any part of this passage except in the clause about 
Sir Amyas's recall. See pp. 10, 11. 

m. 

8TATBVEKTS WHtOH WE FHH) PACTS WHICH WE PDTD JN THE 
IK LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 289). BOOKS. 

That Bacon wrote his From various aUusions in 
Notes on the State of En- the Notes themselves (see 
rope while he was at Poi- especially pp. 17, 19), we 
tiers ; and that he returned learn that they cannot have 
to England in March, 1579. been written before the 

summer of 1682. 
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REMARKS. 

This again (p. 11) is retained exactly as it was. 
For though the date "March, 1579/^ being confined 
to the margin of the original edition, disappears along 
with all the other marginalia from the new volume, 
it is implied in the statement that Bacon returned to 
England instantly upon hearing of his father's death, 
which was on the 20th of February, 1578-9. How- 
ever, I have no great fault to find with Lord Campbell 
for adhering to his former statement in this case ; not 
because I regard the correction as either doubtftil or 
unimportant (for the difierence between nineteen and 
twenty-two is the difference between a boy and a man, 
and it is something to know at which of those ages a 
treatise like this was composed) ; but because he Tery 
likely thought it correct. He had both Mr. Mon- 
tagu's and Mr. Macaulay's authority for saying that 
the '^ Notes" were composed in France, and probably 
did not understand the allusions firom which the ' Ex- 
aminer' infers that they were written in 1582. To 
me those allusions appear conclusive; but it would 
take more time to explain them than the matter is 
worth, especially as there is no good reason for think- 
ing that the notes in question were written by Bacon 
at all. 

rv. 

8TATEMEKT8 WHICH WB TIin> PACTS WHICH WE FDTD TS THB 
nr IiOBD OAICFBBLL (p. 288). BOOKS. 

That " Bacon's original From Birch's memorials, 
plan had been to vint Balyy vol. i. p. 21, we find that in 
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but on inquiry all accounts March, 1682, "the handling 
agreed that from, the rigour of our nation in Italy was 
of the Inquisition an Eng- daily worse and worse,'* for 
lish Protestant would not that "the Inquisition was 
have been safe in that coun- newly established in Venice 
try:" (the period referred and through all Italy against 
to being some time between strangers, especially our na- 
1576 and 1579.) tion,"— and (j). 23) that in 

the following summer An- 
tony BacorCs " return was wished for by all his friends, 
especially as he was now prevented from going to Italy y 

As we can find no allusion anywhere to any intention 
on the part of Francis Bacon to visit Italy, we conjecture 
that this is the origin of Lord Campbell's statement, — 
through what intermediate channel derived we have not 
been able to discover. 

REMARKS. 

For this statement Lord Campbell is^ I think^ the 
sole authority; and he leaves it (p. 11) as it was; 
either having some private reason, which he does not 
disclose, for thinking that Bacon did intend to visit 
Italy, or thinking that a mistake which only relates 
to an unfulfilled intention cannot be of consequence 
enough to be worth correcting. As regards Bacon 
indeed, it is not of much consequence. But the de- 
liberate determination to let it stand when a single 
stroke of the pen would have expunged it, is a fact 
of considerable consequence as regards Bacpn^s bio- 
grapher. It suggests an important warning to the 
reader ; for it implies a want in the writer of that 
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solicitude to avoid incorrect statements^ without which 
no man ever acquired the right to have his statements 
relied upon. I say this of course on the assumption 
that there is no authority for the assertion : to esta- 
blish a negative is in such a case hardly possible. 



V. 



BTATBMBKTS WHICH WB TIND 
IN LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 289). 

That " the Cecils not only 
refused to interest them- 
selves for their kinsman, 
but now [1679] and for 
many years after — ^that he 
might receive no effectual 
assistance from others — 
they spread reports that he 
was a vain speculator, and 
totally uD&t for real busi- 
ness." And again (p. 298, 
note), that in 1694 "the 
Cecils were pretending to 
support, although they se- 
cretly sought to depress 
him." And again, p. 300, 
that " there can be no doubt 
that in such an appoint- 
ment" (meaning the office 
of Solicitor-Gteneral) " the 
Queen would have been 
guided by the sincere advice 
of him who had induced her 



FACTS WHICH WE JHKD TS THE 
BOOKS. 

From Bacon's own let- 
ters we learn (vol. v. p. 210) 
that on the 18th of October, 
1680 (the date of the letter 
as printed in Strype), he 
considered Burghley's " re- 
commendation" as having 
been " material to advance 
her Majesty's good opinion 
of him" ; that in the sum- 
mer of 1696, when the 
Queen visited Burghley in 
his sickness, he had recom- 
mended him to her "for 
employment and prefer- 
ment" (p. 219); that in 
the course of the following 
year, in recounting the 
" many benefits" for which 
he had t6 thank Burghley, 
he mentions particularly 
"the reversion of the of- 
fice [Clerkship of the Star 
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to make Sir Nicolas Bacon Chamber] which your Lard- 
Lord Keeper." ihip only procured wnto me 

and carried through great 
and vehement opposiiion,^^ which was in 1589 : — his " con- 
stant and serums endeavours to have him made Solicitor*^ 
(1593-5) — ^his " late honourable wishes for the Court of 
the Wards," — ^his " attempt to give him way by the re- 
move of Mr. Solicitor," which must have been after No- 
vember 1595 ; — " besides many other favours, as well by 
his grants from himself as by his commendations to others" 
(p. 211). Moreover, while we find no evidence that 
Burghley ever pretended to favour Bacon's suit for the 
place of Attorney, we find very good evidence that he did 
sincerely support Ha suit for that of SoUcitor; at any 
rate, that the Queen believed him to be sincere ; for we 
find Essex writing to Bacon on the 28th of March 1594 
(vi. p. 9), " Then she told me that none thought you fit 
for the place hut my Lord Treaswrer and myself;" and 
again on the 18th of May (p. 14) '^ she answered that 
the greatness of your friends, as of my Lord Treaswrer 
and myself, did make men give a more favourable testi- 
mony than else they would do, — thinking thereby they 
pleased us." By a remarkable oversight, Lord Campbell 
has passed both these passages by without notice, though 
he has quoted the passages immediately preceding them 
both (pp. 301-2). 

REMARKS. 

I cannot but think that Lord Campbell was here 
convicted of a grave and considerable misrepresenta- 
tion. . And though I should be willing to admit the 
authority of Mr. Macaulay^ from whom it was derived, 
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as an excuse for his original misconception of Burgh- 
ley^s conduct to Bacon^ it was not so easy to acquit 
him of very culpable carelessness in not detecting the 
mistake when he came to read and make extracts from 
the letters which so plainly contradict it. But if it 
was culpable carelessness then^ what shall we call it 
now ? In none of these statements (see pp. 12, 24, 
27), has he thought it necessary to change a word. 
The sentences which he had omitted from Essex^s 
letters, though his attention has been thus especially 
directed to them, he has not replaced, nor has he 
taken any notice of the omission. He still asserts 
with as much confidence as ever that " the Cecils," 
(that is Burghley, the Lord Treasurer, and his son 
Robert,) acted for many years a false and insidious as 
well as ah unfriendly part towards Bacon, " pretend- 
ing to support though they secretly sought to depress 
him,^' and that Burghley could have made him soli- 
citor if he would ; and this in the face of the clearest 
evidence— no, not in the face of it, for he keeps it out 
of sight — ^that Burghley was believed by those who 
had the best means of judging to be sincerely desi- 
rous of placing him in the office. Have we not here 
evidence of the most authentic and unsuspected kind, 
that the Queen coupled Burghley and Essex together 
as Bacon^s declared friends, and alleged the notoriety 
of the fact as the reason why others spoke better of 
him than they really thought he deserved? What 
right then has Lord Campbell to suppress evidence 
like this, and tell us, as if it were a thing which every- 
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body knew, that Burghley was acting falsely all the 
time from motives of mean ambition and jealousy on 
behalf of his fevourite son ? Burghley is one of our 
English worthies, and England should forbid her bio- 
graphers to cloud his reputation with groundless 
slanders. 

VI. 

STATEMEIfTS WHICH WB VHTD PACTS WHICH WE TOrD IS THE 
IS LOED CAMFBEIili (p. 290). BOOKS- 

That Bacon was entered From Craik's account of 
of Grray's Inn in 1580. Bacon and his writings 

(i. 12) we learn (on the 
authority of a MS. volume of Eecords of Gray's Inn) 
that he was entered on the 2l8t of November, 1576. 

^ REMABKS. 

This mistake Lord Campbell has really corrected; 
not only putting out what was wrong, but putting in 
what is right. Instead of ^^was entered of/' we now 
read (p. 12) '^ began to keep terms in;" and the fol- 
lowing note is added: ^^The records of Gray's Inn 
represent him as having been entered on the 21st of 
November, 1576; which must have been on leaving 
the University." , 

The reas6n of this almost singular concession seems 
to be, that Mr. Montagu, from whom the original state- 
ment came, had expressed himself doubtftdly on the 
subject. The admission-book of Gray's Inn being mu- 
tilated, and only showing that Bacon was a member in 
1581, Mr. Montagu conjectured that he had been en- 
tered in 1580> but qualified the statement by adding 
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" as it seems/^ On the strength of this qnalification 
Lord Campbell appears to have felt himself justified in 
preferring the evidence of the records to that of Mr. 
Montagu ; a liberty which he very rarely allows him- 
self^ as we shall see. 

vn. 

STATEMBITTS WHICH WE YISD PACTS WHICH WE FIVD VS THS 
Ur LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 290). BOOKS. 

That his chambers, " No. In Pearce's History of 
1, Gray's Inn Square, re- the Inns of Court, we are 
main in the same state in told that the block of build- 
which he occupied them." ings in which they stood 

has been long since pulled 

down. 

REMARKS. 

This again is a small matter^ relating to nothing 
greater than Lord Campbell^s authority ; which how- 
ever is much greater than it ought to be. But I must 
take them as they come; and they are of all sizes. 
If not important however^ it is amusing and not with- 
out significance. y 

In this instance, as in the last, Mr. Montagu speaks 
not positively, — appealing only to common rej)ort ; 
and therefore Lord Campbell is again content to make 
a concession, though on this occasion a very small and 
cautious one. He is still of opinion (p. 13) that 
"No. 1. Gray's Inn, north side, one pair of stairs'' 
(see Montagu's Life of Bacon, note T) is the same 
"elegant pile or structure" which was erected, ac- 
cording to Dr. Bawley, by Bacon himself, and " com- 
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monly known by the name of the Lord Bacon^a Lodg- 
ings" But he thinks they may perhaps have been a 
little altered; for he now only tells ns that they ^^ re- 
main nearly in the same state in which he occupied 
them/* How far Mr. Pearce, — ^who informs us (p. 326) 
that " Bacon^s chambers were in No. 1, Coney Ctmrt, 
which formerly stood on the site of the present row 
of buildings at the west side of Gray's Inn Square, 
adjoining the gardens/* but that ^^ the whole of Coney 
Covrt was burnt dotvn by [a] fire which occurred in 
the Inn about the year 1678/* — ^will be satisfied by 
this concession, I do not know. It sounds to me 
very like the concession made by Charles Lamb*s fel- 
low-passenger in the old Margate hoy. ^'Hitherto 
he had found the most implicit listeners. His dream- 
ing fencies had 'transported us beyond the ignorant 
present.* But when (still hardying more and more 
in his triumphs over our simpUcity) he went on to 
affirm that he had actually sailed under the legs of 
the Colossus at Rhodes, it really became necessary to 
make a stand. And here I must do justice to the 
good sense and intrepidity of one of our party, a 
youth that had hitherto been one of his most defe- 
rential auditors, who £rom his recent reading made 
bold to assure the gentleman that there must be some 
mistake, as ^ the Colossus in question had been de- 
stroyed long since :* to whose opinion, delivered with 
all modesty, our hero was obliging enough to concede 
thus much, that ^the figure was indeed a little da- 
maged.* ** 
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The fact^ I suppose^ is that Bacon^s lodgings stood 
on the site now occupied by No. 1, Gray's Inn Square. 

VIII. 
STATEMENTS WHICH WE EIND PACTS WHICH WE PnO) IK THE 

ly LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 291). BOOKS. 

That between 1580 and The letter itself (but for 
1586, Bacon ^^ published a which we should not know 
little sketch of his system, of it at all), as quoted by 
under the somewhat pom- Lord Campbell himsell^ on- 
pous title of the ' Greatest ly says, " Equidem memini 
Birth of Time' ;" but that me, quadraginta abhinc an- 
" it seems to have fallen nis, juvenile opusculum cir- 
sfill'horn from the press : ca has res confedsse, quod 
and we should hardly know magn& prorsus fiducia et 
of its existence bat £rom magnifico titulo ^ Tempo- 
the notice of it in a letter ris Partum Maximum ' in- 
to Pather Fulgentio." scripsi." 

REMABKS. 

The question here at issue is one of considerable 
bibliographical^ and of some biographical interest. 
If Bacon published the first sketch of his system, 
there is yet a possibility of recovering it ; a copy may 
still be extant somewhere ; and since among his phi- 
losophical writings that have come down to us^ in 
print or in manuscript^ there is none that can reason- 
ably be supposed to have been written so early by 
many years^ it would be extremely valuable as well as 
very curious. Is there any reason to suppose that 
it was ever published? Lord Campbell (p. 14) still 
thinks there is. Mr. Montagu (vol. xi. p. 7) has re- 
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presented Bacon himself as saying that it was^ and 
has guarded the assertion by no qualification (except 
indeed the quotation of Tenison's translation of the 
words, — ^which says only that it was composed), and 
therefore so it must have been. Conficere must mean 
to publish : the " Greatest Birth of Time ^' must have 
" fallen still-bom from the press.^* 



IX. 



STATEMENTS WHICH WE VDH) 
IN LOBB CAHFBEIili (p. 292). 

That " he now (that is, in 
1590-91) acquired such re- 
putation, in his profession, 
that the Queen, for the be- 
nefit of his assistance in 
her State-prosecutions, ap- 
pointed him her counsel ex- 
traordinary ;" that " he was 
ewceedmgly deligTited with 
this glimpse of cov/rt fmov/r^ 
but derived little solid ad- 
vantage from it, for he was 
allowed no salary, and had 
only a few stray briefs with 
small fees when it was 
thought he might be of 
service to the Crown." 



PACTS WHICH WE PIND IN THE 
BOOKS. 

From Bacon's Letters we 
learn (vol. v. p. 303) that in 
1606 he had been nvne years 
in the service of the Crown; 
and (vol. iii. p. 212) that in 
1604 he had been continu- 
ally used in " all the busi- 
ness that passed the hands 
of the learned counsel, 
either of state or revenues, 
these mcmy years ^^ though 
he " had no ordinary plfece." 

By thistherefore it should 
seem that the appointment 
was made about the year 
1597; but we can find no 
decisive evidence as to the 



date. Perhaps Lord C. 
would refer us to the place where he found evidence of 
Bacon's " exceeding delight" at this promotion. His de- 
light would probably be expressed when it was new, and 
therefore might help to fix the date. 

c 
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REMARKS* 

The question is not merely whether Baoon receired 
this remarkable distinction from the Queen when he 
was only thirty, or not till he was thirty-six or seven; 
but also whether he received it before or after the 
time when he was encouraged by the Queen herself 
to hope for the attorneyship, and fully to expect the 
solicitorship; a great difference, as bearing upon the 
development of his fortunes ; and therefore the doubt 
worth mentioning. It was hardly to be expected 
however that Lord Campbell should make any change 
in deference to a mere conjecture. For dating the 
appointment in 1590, he had the concurrent autho- 
rity of Mr. Montagu and Mr. Macaulay, whose state- 
ments, whether concurrent or single, he always treats 
as of higher authority than the evidence upon which 
they are founded. And since their opinions outwei^ 
with him the most distinct and express evidence of 
the most authentic records, he was not likely to allow 
any weight to a doubtful inference. The only change 
which he has made (p. 16) appears to be merely acci- 
dental, and I think no change at all was intended. The 
date (1590) which was in the margin of the original 
being omitted in the new volume, it is no longer cer- 
tain to what period now refers. The context, unex- 
plained by the margin, would lead one to place the 
appointment a year or two earlier, but I think it was 
not meant to convey that impression. 

The fact of Bacon's " exceeding delight '^ is asserted 
as before, without explanation or confirmation. It was 
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a contribution of Lord Campbell's own, derived from 
some very ricli source of information to which he has 
exclusive access, and firom which he draws largely. I 
cannot help thinking that he is injudicious in keeping 
the nature and history of these private records so 
profoundly secret. The information they appear to 
contain is of the most interesting kind, giving tl^e 
minutest personal details, and extending not only to 
the most confidential conversations, but even to the 
most private thoughts. If he would but have their 
authenticity properly attested, and put some distin- 
guishing mark upon the passages for which he is in- 
debted to them, — such as a reference to MSS. penes 
me, — ^the quantity of original information which his 
' Lives' contain would appear much more clearly. 



STATEMENTS WHICH WE VHSTD FACTS WHICH WE PtlTD IK THE 
nr LOBB CAHPBEXL (p. 295). BOOKS. 

That in Pebmary 1593 Li Dewes's journals we 

[meaning 1592-93], the find that during the eight 

Grovemment had been "car- years preceding there had 

ried on for some years hy been granted by Parlia- 

prerogatwe alone J^ ment in March 1588-9, two 

subsidies (p. 444), (the 
largest grant that had ever been made by any Parlia^ 
ment) ; in March 1586-7, one subsidy (p. 412), (together 
with an offer firom the House of Commons, which the 
Queen declined, of a Benevolence (pp. 387, 414, 416) ; in 
March 1584-6, one subsidy (p. 366). 

These subsidies were collected by annual payments of 
half the amoimt ; therefore there was not one of these 
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eight years in whicli the prerogative had not been assiflted 
by a Parliamentary tax of half a subsidy ; and the last 
payment had only just been received. (See Statutes of 
the JBeahn.) 

REMARKS. 

Here we have a mistake of much greater import- 
ance, bearing not so much upon the life and character 
of Bacon as upon the history of the reign of Eliza- 
beth^ and indeed of the English constitution itself. 
Yet Lord Campbell pays not the slightest attention to 
it. His former statement he reprints (p. 20) exactly 
as it was^ except that he changes some into several; 
for what reason I cannot guess, for the meaning is 
not affected by the change. It cannot have been the 
trouble of correction that he shrank fix)m ; for all the 
change that was wanted would have been as easy as 
no change at all. It was only to strike out the clause. 
The error it contains was entirely his own ; it is not 
countenanced by either of his favourite authorities, 
does not appear to have been derived jfrom those pri- 
vate records, is manifestly incompatible with the un- 
questionable evidence of public records, is damaging 
to his reputation not only as a biographer but as a 
constitutional lawyer; and his own sentence would 
read just as well without the clause. That he does 
not understand where the error lies, is hard to believe ; 
but I will try to explain it more clearly. 

" After a government carried on for several years by 
prerogative alone, a Parliament met on the 19th of Fe- 
bruary, 1593." Now to say that in Elizabeth^s time 
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govemment had been carried on by prerogative alone, 
especially as introducing the fact that a Parliament met 
at last^ is no vague insinuation. It cannot be taken to 
mean merely that Government had been carried on in 
an arbitrary manner, and the prerogative of the Crown 
used for unconstitutional purposes. It cannot mean 
less than that the Grovemment had been carried on 
without help from Parliament in the shape of money ; 
that the money required for carrying it on had been 
raised by loans, or privy seals, or the sale of Crown 
property, or forfeitures and confiscations, or monopoly 
licenses, or benevolences, or such other means to which 
the consent of Parliament was not necessary (for so 
Government could be, and often was, carried on in 
those days for many years together) ; and not by au- 
thority of Parliament. 

Now it so happens that the peculiar distinction of 
Queen Elizabeth^s reign, especially during the ^^several 
years '' of which Lord Campbell speaks, was the fire- 
quent calling of Parliaments, and the number of subsi- 
dies granted by those Parliaments to the Crown ; and 
this is a subject upon which even those who rate Lord 
Campbell^s authority in other matters no higher than it 
is worth might expect him to know something. It is 
indeed easy to understand how he fell into the error at 
first. He knew that in the beginning of 1 593 there had 
been no Parliament called for the last four years, and 
not having cared to inquire how much the last Parlia- 
inent had voted, or for how many years to come they had 
made provision for the wants of Government before- 
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hand^ he hastily inferred that during those four yeazB 
the Crown could have had no help from Parliament at 
all. The oversight was not (for Lord Campbell) a very 
extraordinary one. The error into which it betrayed 
him was indeed considerable j because it would lead 
any one who adopted it to a conclusion precisely op- 
posite to the truth in a matter of some importance, 
and because^ lyiog in a department so near to Lord 
Campbell^s own proper province^ it tends to damage 
his authority. But it was an error of carelessness 
only^ and there was at least the shadow of a recorded 
&ct to countenance and accoimt for it. But this 
excuse can be urged only in behalf of the former edi- 
tions. The case is now quite changed. What he did 
not know then, he does know now. What was before 
an error of ignorance and pardonable, is now a deli- 
berate and unpardonable offence. He now knows 
that between 1585 and 1592 the Government had 
been empowered by three separate acts of three seve- 
ral Parliaments to levy half a subsidy every year ; yet 
he persists in stating that when a new Parliament 
met on the 19th of February, 1593, the Government 
had been " carried on for several years by prerogative 
alone.*' 

XI. 

STATBICBKTS WHICH WB VUtD lAOTB WHICH WB TIKD Uf THH 
IV LOKD CAXPBXLL (p. 896). BOOKS. 

That in February 1598, In Bewes's journals, we 
Bacon '' made his maiden find that Bacon had sate in 
speech;'* that ''it was on the three preceding Parlia- 
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• 

Law Eeform ;" that he ex- ments ; had been an active 
hibited therein '' an nnsus- member in the last two of 
pected &cult7 ;'' that " the them, and spoken in both ; 
applause he received gave that this speech, though it 
a new stimulus to his ambi- began with some remarks 
tion ;" that ''there was in- on Law Seform, was in &- 
fused in him (U this jtmc" vour of a motion for a Com- 
^ttrc a taste for public life;" mittee to consider of the 
and that " he entered on a dangers of the realm and 
new career." of a speedy supply (see p. 

437) ; and that of the man- 
ner in which the speech was received nothing is known 
beyond what may be inferred fiwm the fact that the mo- 
tion (which was the Gk)vemment motion) was agreed to 
without a division. 

And from Bacon's own correspondence, isx from learn- 
ing that the issue of the proceeding stimulated him to 
enter the career (on which he had in fisict entered eight 
years before), we are more inclined to infer that it had 
nearly induced him to abandon that career altogether. 
(See especially a fragment of a letter to Essex, dated 
April, 1593, vi. p. 2.) 

REMARKS. 

I observe that Lord Campbell^ though so unwilling 
to correct mistakes which are his own only, is always 
ready to correct those which have arisen from his own 
misunderstanding of Mr. Montagu. Show him that 
he has misquoted a sentence, or misplaced a date, or 
made a statement which is irreconcilable with indis- 
putable evidence, and he wiU not change a letter. 
Show him that he has mistaken Mr. Montagues mean- 
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ing^ or stated a fact too broadly on Mr. Montagu'd 
authority, and he rectifies it immediately. 

Here Mr. Montagu, after saying that Bacon sate 
in this Parliament as one of the knights for Middle- 
sex, adds, " On the 25th of February, 1592, he, in his 
first speech, earnestly recommended the improvement 
of the law,^' etc. Lord Campbell, not knowing that 
Bacon had been in Parliament before, concluded that 
"his first speech^^ was his "maiden" speech, and 
called it so. Being informed that Bacon had sate in 
three Parliaments before, and spoken in two of them, 
and observing that Mr. Montagu may have meant 
only that the speech of the 25th of February was his 
first speech in that Parliament , consents to abandon 
his " maiden," and instead of " he made his maiden 
speech, and I refoice to find that it was on Law Re- 
form," now only says (p. 20), " he made a speech on 
Law Reform/' Yet, oddly enough, he • still seems to 
think that it was Bacon^s maiden speech, for he still 
talks (p. 22) of " the success of his first effort," mean- 
ing apparently his first effort in Parliamentary speak- 
ing ; for so much the context seems to imply. 

The rest of the passage remains as it was, only 
that the phrase " enters on a new career," which ap- 
peared only in the margin of the original edition, 
does not appear in the new volume. A speech in &- 
vour of a motion for a committee " to consider of the 
dangers of the realm, and of a speedy supply," is still 
represented as a speech on Law Reform. In spite of 
the trials he had made of it in former Parliaments, 
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Bacon^s power of speaking is still represented as a 
faculty which till now had been unsuspected. The 
applause which he received (known to Lord Campbell 
through those inestimable private records to which 
he has exclusive access^ for it is not known to either 
of his other authorities) is still represented as the 
stimulus ^hich gave him, " at this juncture/^ a taste 
for public life. 

XII. 
STATEMENTS WHICH WE PIND IN 
LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 296-7). 

That being " intoxicated 
with the success of his first 
effort," Bacon shortly after 
"deUvered a flaming ora- 



tion against the Court;" 
and " concluded with a mo- 
tion for *a Committee to 
deliberate and consult in 
what proportion they might 
now relieve Her Majesty 
with subsidies, in respect 
of those many and great 
enemies,' " etc. ; . and that 
this motion "was carried." 



PACTS WHICH WE PIND IN THE 
BOOKS. 

In Dewes's journals we 
find, p. 491, that the motion 
for this Committee was 
made not by Bacon, but by 
Sir Thomas Heneage, Vice- 
Chamberlain ; that Bacon's 
speech was made after the 
appointment of that Com- 
mittee, he being a member 
of it; that the subject in 
debate was " how the sub- 
sidy could be levied in 
shorter time than hereto- 
fore :" that the effect of the 



amendment with which he 
concluded (for the terms are not recorded) was to allow 
a longer time for the collection of the three subsidies 
(which -they all. Bacon included, meant to vote) than the 
Government party proposed (p. 493) ; and that the 
amendment was lost — ^the original motion being carried 
without a division (p. 494). 
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REMARKS. 

Here it is to be admitted^ and indeed proclaimed 
with gratitude^ that Lord Campbell by consenting to 
strike out a sentence of five lines (p. 23) has really 
removed five distinct blunders — ^all his own. The 
statement with regard to the concluding motion and 
the fate of it — ^not being supported by either of the 
authorities in widely he trusts^ nor derived from those 
exclusive private records, but consisting merely in an 
extract carelessly made from the journals — ^he seems 
to have thought a matter of little consequence^ and 
so let it go. All that relates to the conclusion of the 
speech is omitted in the new volume. It would have 
been better indeed if, instead of omitting, he had cor- 
rected it, and told us what the speech was about, and 
how it did conclude. But though an error rectified 
is better thau an error omitted, an error omitted is 
considerably better than an error retained, and we 
must be thankfol for what we can get. 

XIII. 

0TATBUBKT8 WHICH WB PIKD VACTS WHICH WB VnO) IS THS 

nr LOBD CAKFBBLL (p. 296). BOOKB. 

That Bacon's speech In Dewes's Journal of 

(quoted from ' Dewes's the Session, 1692, 1598, p. 

Journal, 1693,* and distin- 498, we read, '' Mr. Pros, 

guished as a quotation by Bacon assented to three sub* 

inverted commas), began sidies, but not to the pay- 

thus : '^ To the subsidy de- ments tmder six yea/rs. And 

manded hepropounded three to this he propounded three 

questions,** etc., and ended questions,** etc. And again. 
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thus : '^ This being gremted^ near the end, '^ This being 
other princes hereafter will granted in this sorty other 
look for the hke," etc. princes hereafter will look 

for the like," etc. 

REMABKS. 

Here again the question at issue is of great import- 
ance; it is decided against Lord Campbell by the 
simple evidence of the eyes; and yet he does not 
change a letter. The words of the speech^ as he per- 
sists in misquoting them (p. 22)^ imply that Bacon 
opposed the motion for granting a subsidy, which is 
distinctly*false. If he will turn again to his Dewes^ 
he will find that Bacon approved of the proposed 
grant (as far as the amount went) and spoke in fa- 
vour of it from the first. What he objected to was 
^^ the payments under six years/^ that is^ the proposal 
of the Government to levy the whole of the three 
subsidies within the space of three (or^ as it was after- 
wards modified^ of four) years ; the invariable custom 
having been to aUow two years for the levying of each 
subsidy. The taxation to which the people were used 
was one subsidy upon each calling of Parliament^ pay- 
able in two years. The last Parliament had voted 
two subsidies, payable in four years, and it was the 
first time that any Parliament had voted more than 
one. The present Paa^liament was asked to vote three, 
and to make the two first of them payable in two 
years, thus calling upon the people to pay during 
those' two years twice as much as they had ever paid 
before. It was this letter part of the proposal , to 
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which Bacon objected. "In putting two payments 
into one" (he said, though Lord Campbell suppresses 
this sentence also) "we make a double subsidy, for it 
maketh four shillings in the pound — a double pay- 
ment." It is quite plain therefore that Lord Camp- 
bells manner of quoting the words totally misrepre- 
sents their meaning; and it may seem strange that, 
having consented to omit all that relates to the con- 
clusion of the speech, he did not at the same time 
think it worth while to restore the speech itself to 
its integrity. He cannot have thought the omitted 
words insignificant ; they are not omitted by Mr. Mon- 
tagu; and now that the previous sentence is struck 
out there is nothing left in the story (so far) whicli 
they contradict ; and yet he has not replaced them. 

I am a&aid the reason of this may be discovered in 
the next page; and it will be explained more conve- 
niently in connexion with the next article. But 
whatever the reason may have been, the fact must 
remain. He has deliberately repeated a pretended 
quotation, in which the meaning of the passage which 
he quotes is misrepresented in a very material point. 
Now Lord Campbell should know that there is no 
vice in a book which is so easily exposed, so readily 
understood, and so deeply resented, as that of garbled 
quotations. How such things are looked upon in the 
courts I cannot say; but we railway readers, who 
cannot carry about with us the books out of which 
extracts are made> expect that words which profess by 
inverted commas to be quoted from a book are the 
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^words which that book contains. Omissions and sub- 
stitutions are snares against which we cannot guard 
ourselves ; and any liberties of that kind are very un- 
popular. 

XIV. 

SIATEKXNTS WHICH WX FIND FACTS WHICH WE FINS IN THB 

IN LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 297). BOOKS. 

That the Queen's dis- In the letters themselves, 
pleasure being intimated to to which Lord Campbell re- 
Sacon, " his answers show fers, we read (v. p. 213) that 
that he was struck with re- " he was sorry to find that 
pentance and remorse, and his last speech in Farlia- 
that in theliope of obtarning ment, delivered in discharge 
pardon he plainly intimated of his conscience and duty 
that he should never repeat to God, Her Majesty, and 
the offence ;" and that " in his country, was offensive ;'* 
his letter to Burghley he that "if it were misreported 
tries to explain away what he would be glad to attend 
he had said." his lordship to disavow any- 

thing he said not ; if it were 
misconstrued he would be glad to expound himself to ex- 
clude any sense he meant not ;" that " if his heart were 
misjudged by imputation of popularity or opposition by 
any envious or officious informer, he had great wrong ; 
and the greater because the manner of his speech did 
most evidently show that he spake simply and only to 
satisfy his conscience, and not with any advantage or 
poHcy to sway the cause ; and his terms carried aU sig- 
nification of duty and zeal towards Her Majesty and her 
service;" — that "it was true that from the beginning 
whatsoever was above a double subsidy he did wish might 
for precedent's sake appear to be extraordinary, and for 
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discontent's saka might not have been levied upon the 
poorer sort ; though otherwise he wished it as rising as 
he thought it would prove, and more ;" — that " this was 
his mind ; he confessed it ; and therefore he most humbly 
prayed his lordship first to continue him in his own good 
opinion, and then to perform the part of an honourable 
fdend towards his poor servant and alliance, in drawing 
Her Majesty to accept of the sincerity and simplicity of 
his heart, cmd to hewr with the rest, and to restore him to 
her good favour." 

In the other letter to which Lord Campbell alludes (vl 
p. 3) we read that *' it was a great grief unto hinifjoiTied 
with marvel, that Her Majesty should retain an hard con- 
ceit of his speeches in Parliament," — ^that '^ it might please 
her to think what should be his end in those speeches, if 
it were not duty and duty alone," — ^that " he was not ao 
simple but he knew the common beaten way to please,"— 
that ^^ her grace and particular favour towards him had 
been such that he esteemed no worldly thing above the 
comfort to enjoy it, except it were the conscience to de- 
serve it ;" but that " if the not seconding some particular 
person's opinion should be presumption, and to differ 
upon the manner should be to impeach the end, it should 
teach his devotion not to exceed vrishes, and those in 
silence." And then follows the sentence which Lord 
Campbell quotes in his note, saying that *' he must be 
supposed to have been sobbing" when he wrote it. 

In another letter, to which Lord Campbell does not 
refer, written more than two years after (v. 209), we find 
him reminding Burghley *' that he had been the first of 
the ordinary sort of the Lower House that spoke for the 
subsidy, and that that which he after spoke in difference 
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A^as but in circumstance of time and manner ; wMch he 
thought should be no great matter, since there is variety 
allowed in counsel, as a discord in music, to make it more 
perfect." 

And this is aU we can find. 

m 

REMARKS. 

We may now, I fear, see why Lord Campbell chose 
to retain his quotation from Bacon^s speech in its gar- 
bled state. He was going to represent Bacon as try- 
ing " to explain away what he had said'' (for having 
Mr.' Macaulay's authority to plead in defence of the 
statements in this paragraph, of course he could not 
think of altering them ; and they are accordingly re- 
produced (p. 23) exactly as they were) ; and t/^ Bacon 
had really said what Lord Campbell has made him say, 
the charge would have been borne out by the evidence ; 
for he certainly represented himself to Burghley as 
having meant something which the words quoted by 
Lord Campbell do not and could not mean ; as having 
meant, in fact, what the words given by Dewes do and 
must mean. 

If this was really the motive upon which the false 
quotation was retained — and I can suggest no other — 
Isuppose everybody will agree that it is a great aggra- 
yation of the offence. But setting motives aside, I 
vrould simply caU the reader's attention to these parallel 
columns, and ask him whether the misrepresentation 
of the meaning, spirit, and effect of Bacon's letters 
on this subject is not on the fia.ce of it gross and inex- 
cusable, and whether he will ever again accept an 



48 COMPANION TO LORD CAPMBELL^S 

account of anything upon Lord Campbell^s authority. 
What single expression can he find indicating '^re- 
pentance and remorse'^? Bacon is " sorry ^^ indeed; 
but what for ? Not because he had made the 
speech^ but because the speech which he ^lade had 
offended the Queen. Where does he intimate that 
^' he will never repeat the offence^^ ? He only inti- 
mates that if he may not speak freely in her behalf 
according to his conscience^ he must hereafter hold 
his tongue. Where does he try to " explain away 
what he had said^^? He only offers to disavow what 
he did not say^ and to explain what he meant to say; 
in the meantime repeating what he did say. His 
whole tone is that of respectM justification ; and it is 
a remarkable fact that though the Queen's displeasure 
on account of this very speech lasted above two years, 
and was alleged by herself as the obstacle to his pro- 
motion^ he never could be brought to say that he had 
been wrong in acting as he did^ or that he would not 
in the same circumstances take the same course again. 
I dwell the longer upon this^ because it is a good 
instance to show how important an error may really 
be in its ultimate consequences^ which when looked at 
by itself seems of no importance at all. Many a reader, 
I daresay^ has exclaimed^ '^ What matters it whether 
it were against the subsidies^ or against the time of 
payment^ that Bacon spoke? He spoke against the 
proposition of the Oovemment^ and that is the only 
point of importance/' I beg his pardon : the differ- 
ence matters much. If Bacon had opposed the sub- 
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sidles^ bis object must have been simply to embarrass 
the Grovemment; if he only objected to the proposed 
times of payment, he may have meant only to save 
the Government from embarrassing itself. And it is 
upon the confusion of these two things, I will venture 
to say, that this whole foolish superstructure has been 
in fact, raised. Some hasty reader met with Bacon's 
speech, probably in an extract; found that he had 
been opposing the Grovemment on a money bill ; did 
not think of asking when or why or how; but (his 
imagination flying immediately to times when un- 
popular Governments were reduced to order by the 
stoppage of supplies) concluded that in some uncon- 
trollable fit of patriotism, happily coincident with an 
alarm of invasion from Scotland and Spain at once, 
he had taken that course for crippling and embarrass- 
ing the Government. Seeing again a letter from the 
same Bacon to Burghley, declaring that he did it out 
of duty and zeal for the Queen's service and not in a 
spirit of opposition or popularity, he concluded that 
he was teUing a lie, and basely apologizing for his 
fit of virtue when he found (what we are to suppose 
he did not expect) that the Government disliked it. 

Now if this hasty reader, whoever he was, knew any- 
thing about either Bacon or Elizabeth, a minute's re- 
flexion must have reminded him that Bacon could not 
possibly have had any object, patriotic or personal, in 
resisting the grant of subsidies at such a time ; and if 
he had taken a very little trouble to inquire, he would 
have found that he did not resist it ; that, on the con- 

D 
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trary^ he was the first man in the House^ not being of 
the Council^ who spoke in farour of the motion for a 
Committee of Supply; that he concurred with that 
Committee in recommending a grant of two subsidies 
(the largest supply that had ever been voted by one 
Parliament) ; that upon a further representation of the 
dangers and necessities of the time he agreed to a 
grant of three^ and only objected to its being levied 
in a manner which he thought likely to breed discon- 
tent and danger; that there are no traces therefore to 
be found of any desire on his part to obstruct the Gro- 
vemment by stopping the supplies^ or of any proceed- 
ing with which the professions contained in the letter 
to Burghley are not perfectly consistent. 

XV. 

STATEHENTS WHICH WE WSTD IN FACTS WHICH WE YHTD IK THB 
LOBD CAHFBELL (p. 298, note). BOOKS. 

That a conversation be- In Birch's memorials, 

tween Essex and Bobert and indeed all through the 

Cecil (in which Essex urged correspondence of the year 

Bacon's claims to the office 1593, we find abundant 

of Attomey-Q-eneral),"can- proof that for a whole 

not be accurately reported ; twelvemonth preceding the 

as the office of Attorney- appointment of Coke, the 

General at this time was question who should be 

not vacant for a single day made Attorney-General was 

— Egerton having been ap- in agitation : for though 

poLQted Master of the Bolls, Egerton was still Attorney, 

and Coke appointed to sue- the Mastership of the SolU 

ceed him on the 10th of was vacant all that time : 

April, 1594." and it being determined (it 
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seems) that he should be promoted to that office, the 
question was, who should succeed him. 

But surely Lord Campbell would not have us set down 
every narrative as inaccurate which represents two politi- 
cians as quarrelling about the succession to an office be- 
fore the office is actually vacant. 

REMARKS. 

This is a matter upon which the reader can judge 
for himself. Lord Campbell abides by his former 
opinion, being still persuaded (p. 24, note) that until 
the office was actually vacant no conversation could 
have passed between Cecil and Essex concerning the 
succession to it. And it must be admitted that his 
personal experience in such transactions entitles him 
to speak to the point with more authority than most 
people. But we must remember that his own expe- 
riences are modem, and that many things could 
happen at the end of the sixteenth century which are 
not to be supposed possible in the nineteenth. 

XVI. 

statements' which wb find facts which we yijstd in the 

IK IiOBD CAMPBELL (p. 299). BODES. 

That when the Solicitor- In Bacon's works (v. p. 

Q-eneralship became vacant 220) we find that what is 

by the promotion of Coke, here quoted. as "the letter 

10 April, 1594, Bacon had to Burghley soliciting the 

the strongest claim to sue- appointmenl^" is the con- 

ceed : that he " considered eluding sentence of a long 

it the crisis of his fate,' ' and letter, dated 7th June, 1595 ; 

"resorting to means of gain- that the letter here quoted 
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ing his object wbich would as Burgbley's arnioer is 
be spumed at by a modem dated 27th of September, 
candidate for the office," 1593 (vi. p. 5) ; and that 
wrote a letter to Burghley, the words in which Bacon 
soliciting the appointment is represented as again ad- 
(which letter is quoted) ; dressing Burghley, are ex- 
that he received am> answer tracted from the middle of 
from BurgWey, which " un- the letter of the 7th June, 
der the disguise of blunt- 1595 (v. p. 220). 
ness was artful and trea- 
cherous " — (which answer is also quoted) ; — ^that Bacon 
" again to no purpose addressed him, saying," etc. 

BEMABKS. 

In this case, at any rate, it cannot be Lord Camp- 
bell^s experience that has misled him. It must be 
some peculiarity in his mental construction, of which 
we shall meet with other evidences still more remark- 
able. I find no alteration whatever in this passage 
(p. 26), except that the expression ^^ soliciting the ap- 
pointment,^^ being confined to the margin of the for- 
mer edition, is not to be found in the new volume. 
He is still of opinion, therefore, that a letter dated 
September, 1593, was written in answer to a letter 
dated June, 1595, and that part of the same letter of 
June, 1595, was written by way of rejoinder to the 
same letter of September, 1593. 

xvn. 

STATEMENTS WHICH WB PIND PACTS WHICH WE TTSTD W THB 
IV XOBD CAMPBELL (p. 804). BOOEB. 

That upon the appoint- Looking in Bacon's works 
ment of Fleming as Solici- for the letters, which for 
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tor, 6tli of November, 1595, 
Bacon " was at first wholly 
overpowered; and then he 
resolved for ever to retire 
firom public life, and travel 
in foreign countries — a step 
which he defended" in a 
letter to Sir Eobert Cecil 
(A) ; that " he next soft- 
ened his purpose to exile for 
the rest of his days in the 
University of Cambridge," 
and wrote a letter to that 
effect to Essex (B) ; that he 
then "indulged in a short 
retreat to Essex's villa, 
Twickenham Park;" that 
" while there" he wrote two 
letters, one to the Lord 
Keeper (C), and another to 
Burghley (D) ; that "he 
soon returned to business 
and ambition," and himself 
wrote a letter to the Queen 
(E), "apologizing for his 
late arrest &om her service, 
expressing his contentment 
to earn such vail as it 
pleased her Majesty to give 
bim, and acknowledging a 
providence of God towards 
him," etc. : that " his sub- 



convenience of reference we 
have marked A, B, C, D, 
and E; and from each of 
which Lord Campbell gives 
a quotation, we find that A 
is dated January 1694-6 
(vi. p. 21) ; that B is dated 
80th March, 1594 (vi. p. 
11) ; that C is dated 20th 
May, 1595 (v. p. 218) ; that 
D is dated 7 June, 1695 (v. 
p. 219), and is moreover the 
same letter which Lord 
Campbell has already 
quoted as the one in which 
Bacon " solicits the appoint- 
ment" in question ; and that 
E- (which is the letter of 
final submission) is dated 
20 July, 1594 (vi. p. 16). 

We find also that this 
letter of submission, which 
gave such satisfaction to the 
Queen, that " she tried to 
make a vacancy for Bacon 
in the office of Solicitor- 
General" (p. 306, margin), 
was written while the Soli- 
citorship was vacant, and 
sixteen months before it 
was filled up ; — that ' the 
apology which it contained 
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mission gave great satisfac- " for his late a/rreit from 
tion to the Queen;" that her service," was not, as 
**an attempt was made to Lord Campbell supposes, 
bring about a vacancy in the an Spology for having with- 
office of Solicitor- General drawn himself from her ser- 
for him : but Fleming could vice in discontent, but for 
not be conveniently got rid an " arrest hy the Divine 
of;" and that "there was 3ffl[;Wy from her Majesty's 
no other move among the service," that is, for having 
law-officers of the Crown been disabled by a sudden 
during the remainder of illness from executing a 
this reign." service with which the 

Queen had at that tune 
trusted him, on the business of which he was actuaDy 
going, which was the ^ vail * which she had been pleased 
to give him, and which (to use his own words, instead of 
Lord Campbell's version of them) "nothing under mere 
impossibility could have detained him from earning." Ve 
find also that Fleming had not at that time received any 
promise of the Solicitorship, which could have made it 
difficult to get rid of him : and that after his appointment 
in the following year there did occur, if not a " move," 
at least a very convenient opportunity for amove " among 
the law-officers of the Crown : " inasmuch as the Lord 
Keeper died in April, 1596, and was succeeded by the 
Master of the Eolls, by whom both the offices were held 
during the remainder of the reign. 

BEMABKS. 

Here we have a more remarkable evidence of the 
mental peculiarity noticed in the last article. For 
here again (p. 33) I find no alteration of any kind. 
One would almost think that Lord Campbell had de- 
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voted a part of his induBtrious leisure to metaphysics. 
and leading U». Thne i. c«ly . to. rf aK^hl «„; 
Before and After mere phantoms of the mind^ had 
concluded that he might leave that element out of 
consideration. Or it may be that writing now for 
railway readers, for whom, as we all know. Time has 
long been annihilated, he thought it could make no 
difference. For certain it is that all evidence founded 
upon incompatibiKty of dates is thrown away upon 
him, and the plainest proof that an act was done in 
1594 fails to convince him that it was not the effect 
or consequence of an event which happened in 1595. 

It is possible however that the symbolic letters 
which the 'Examiner' has used for shortness, have 
puzzled him, and that he has not understood the point 
of the argument. I will try to explain it without them. 

Fleming was appointed solicitor, he tells us, on 
the 6th of November, 1595. What followed ? First, 
Bacon was overpowered by the blow. So far well. 
Then, to wit in the preceding January, having resolved 
to leave England, he wrote a letter to Cecil. Next, 
to wit on the 30th March, 1594, having changed his 
mind, he wrote a letter to Essex. Then, during a 
short retreat to Twickenham, he wrote two more let- 
ters, one on the 20th of May, the other on the 6th of 
June, 1595. Last of all, to wit on the 20th of July, 
1594, he wrote a letter to the Queen herself. This 
is unquestionably the substance of Lord CampbelPs 
statement. The ' Examiner's ' objection to it is that 
these things, having every one of them happened 
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before the appointment of Flemings cannot possibly 
hdLye followed it^ and if so^ cannot have been the con- 
sequences or effects of it. Other things resemblii^ 
these may have followed; but these things cannot 
have followed. 

It may be thought indeed that he had not looked 
at the dates of these letters when he put them to- 
gether in this way : and I daresay he had not done so 
when he prepared his iirst^ second^ and third edition. 
But before he prepared this volume^ he had been made 
to look, and told why. 

As for the other half-dozen blunders accumulated 
in this extraordinary passage, — ^to attempt a more 
particular exposition of them would be a useless task. 

That " an arrest by the Divine Majesty from her 
Majesty^s service" in July, 1594, could not mean a 
volimtary secession from her service in November, 
1595 ; that in assuring the Queen, in July, 1594, 
that '^ nothing under mere impossibility xK)uld have de- 
tained him from earning so gracious a vail as it pleased 
her Majesty to give him," Bacon was not ^^ expressing 
his contentment" in or after November, 1595, "to 
earn such vail," — L e, a willingness to accept then a 
service which he had been disposed to decline before; 
that an attempt could not be made to bring about a 
vacancy in an office already vacant; that the death 
of a Lord-Keeper did afford an opportunity for " a 
move among the Law-Officers of the Crown;" etc.— 
all these things are obvious enough, yet not so obvious 
as the impossibility of supposing that a letter was 
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written a year ago, in consequence of an event which 
happened a week ago. And till Lord Campbell un- 
derstands the last, it is vain to urge the others ; the 
more so because in them he has Mr. Montagu's au- 
thority to plead against all such considerations. For 
Mr. Montagu has really made several, of these blun- 
ders, and from the confused manner in which he tells 
the story he may seem to a careless reader to have 
made more than he really has. 

XVIII. 



STATEMEIirTS WHICH WB PIND 
IN XOED CAMPBELL (p. 308). 

That in the Parliament 
of 1597, upon the motion 
for a supply, " Mr. Francis 
Bacon rose, not to say any- 
thing of gentlemen selling 
their silver plate, and yeo- 
men their brass pots, but 
*to make it appear by de- 
monstration what opinion 
soever be pretended by others 
[upon which words, thus 
distinguished in italics by 
Lord Campbell, not by us, 
we are told in a note " ThtLS 
he already has learned to 
sneer at the liberal party, ^^l^ 
that in point of payments 
to the Crown never sub- 
jects were partakers of 



PACTS WHICH WB PIND IN THE 
BOOKS. 

In the Parliamentary 
History, i. 905 (to which 
Lord Campbell refers us), 
we find the speech quoted 
kt length from Bacon's own 
report of it (iii, 234), but 
the passage in question 
runs thus : " Neither will I 
now at this time put the 
case of this realm of Eng- 
land too precisely, how it 
standeth with the subject 
in point of payments to the 
Crown; though I could 
make it appear by demon- 
stration (what (pinion so- 
ever be conceived) that never 
subjects were partakers of 
greater freedom and ease ; 
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greater freedom and ease, and that whether you look 
Whether you look abroad abroad into other countries 
into other countries, or look at the present time, or look 
back unto former times in back to former times in 
this our own country, we this our own country, we 
shall £nd an exceeding dif- shall fbd an exceeding dif- 
ference in matter of taxes, ference in matter of taxes: 
We a/re not upon excessive which now I reserve to men- 
and exorbitant donations, tion , . . neither mil I make 
nor upon sumptuous and ani/ observation upon her 
unnecessary triumph8,*"etc. Majesty^ 8 manner of eX' 

pending and issuing trea- 
sure, being not upon excessive and exorbitant donatives, 
nor upon sumptuous and unnecessary triiimphs," etc. 

REMARKS. 

In this again (p. 39) Lord Campbell has made no 
alteration. He has not even thought it worth while 
to make sense of the last sentence by inserting the 
words with which it begins, and which were probably 
omitted by accident. He could hardly be expected 
perhaps to correct the other; for so he would have 
sacrificed the point of his note, which was peculiarly 
his own, and no doubt a favourite. I must again 
however remind him that this is what we railway- 
readers call garbling; and though we are charitable 
enough to believe that it was due originally to no- 
thing worse than a slip of the pen and scissors, yet if 
mistakes of this kind are not corrected on the first 
opportunity which occurs after they have been pointed 
out, we are compelled to attribute them to a slip of 
another kind. 
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XIZ. 



STATBHSNT8 WHICH WE TIKD 
TS XOBD OAMPBXLL (p. 811). 

That after Lady Hatton's 
marriage with Sir Edward 
Coke, "Nov. 1598," when 
Bacon, at the suit of one 
Sympson (to whom, upon 
an action for £300, which 
he had horrowed upon hond, 
having no defence, he had 
"given a eognomt with a 
stay of execution"), — ^was 
arrested by a " b — bailiff" 
(so Lord Campbell prints 
it between inverted com- 
mas, as if it were a quota- 
tion from Bacon's letter) — 
^^ihe time of forhea/rcmce 
had expired^ 

And we are referred for 
authority to " letters to the 
Lord Keeper and Sir R, 
Cecil, Oct. 1598. Works, 
vi. 42." 



FACTS WHICH WE FDTD IS THS 
BOOKS. 

In the letters to which 
we are referred (Works, vi. 
42) we find it expressly 
stated by Bacon that " hav- 
ing at the last term con- 
fessed the action," he had 
"by Sjrmpson's fiiU and 
direct consent respited the 
satisfaction till the hepn^ 
nvng of the term to corned'* 
We find also that the date 
of these letters is not 0<v 
tobevy as Lord Campbell 
gives it, but 24th of Bep- 
tember; a very important 
difference; for an event 
which happened in October 
might have been after the 
beginning of the term, 
though hardly after the be- 
ginning of "this term to 
come ; " whereas happening 



on the 24th of September^ 
it mtist have been a fiill fortnight before ; and therefore 
the time of forbearance not expired. 

BEMABKS. 

Again, no alteration ! Except that the date " Nov. 
1598/* being mai^uial, has disappeared. But that 
makes no difference. The letter to Cecil still bears 
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the false date "October;^' the time of forbearance 
is still stated to have expired (see p. 42). I must 
leave the reader to fit this case with its proper name, 
and to make his own reflexions thereupon. 

XX. 

STATEMENTS WHICH WE FIND PAOTB WHICH WB FIKD IS THB 
IN LORD CAMPBELL (p. 813). BOOKS. 

That "this year" [but Eeferring accordingly to 
whether 1598 or 1601 is Coke's Beports, 1, 120 a, 
doubtful] Bacon " delivered we find that the case was 
his celebrated argument in argued by Bacon in Uaster 
the Exchequer Chamber in Term, 36 Miz., that is in 
Chudleigh's case," or " The 1594 ; and that it was af- 
case of Perpetuities." And terwards argued openly by 
we are referred, in a note, all the Judges in. the £x- 
to " 1 Eep. 120 a." chequer and settled. Thia 

being "a very important 
crisis," according to Lord Campbell, " in the Law of Beal 
Property in England," we should have thought that here 
at least his authority might have been relied upon for the 
date of its settlement. But we find that it is not safe to 
follow him even in his own special domain. 

REMARKS. 

The mistake in this instance came &om Mr. Mon- 
tagu^ who says that the argument was delivered in 
1699| and gives the reference to Coke's Report^ though 
with a wrong page. Lord Campbell's reference is 
correct ; from which it seems that he had looked at 
the book, but without detecting the blunder. This is 
a point however on which he appears to be more sensi- 
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tive; for here he has thought it advisable to make some 
alteration. Where Coke is against him^ he seems to 
think that Mr. Montagu may have been partly mis- 
taken. I say partly^ for instead of rectifying the 
wrong date, he only substitutes (p. 46) ^^ published" 
for " delivered," And it is singular that he should 
have said no more about it; for that this argument 
was ever published is, I believe, a discovery of his 
own, and entirely new. 

His further acquaintance with it seems in one re- 
spect to have modified his opinion of its merits ; for 
in former editions he had stated that it was ^^ equal to 
that of Blackstone in Perrin v, Blake,*' which opinion 
he has sUently withdrawn from the new volume. 

XXI. 

STATEMENTS WHICH WE PIKD FACTS WHICH WE PIITD IS THE 

IS LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 831). 300ES. 

That in the Parliament of * Looking in Dewes (p. 

1601, Bacon " took a most 648), for the speech and 

discreditable part" in " sup- context, we find that Lord 

porting monopolies;" that Campbell has omitted the 

" a declaratory bill having concluding sentence, which 

been brought in by Mr. runs thus: — "Therefore I 

Laurence Hide to put down think the Bill very unfit, 

the grievance," it was " op- and our proceeding to he hy 

posed by Bacon" in a j?e^V*(w ;" which shows that 

speech firom which two sen- he was- not speaking in sup- 

tences are quoted ; the ar- port of monopolies, but 

gument of which is that to only in favour of proceed- 

attempt to take away the ing agai/nst them by peti- 

Queen's Prerogative by " a tion, rather than by a bill. 
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bill which is only expository y We find also, looking to the 
to expound the Common end of the next column for 
Law," is both "injurious the issue of the debate, that 
and ridicidous." a motion having been made 

for the appointment of a 
Committee to draw up a petition to the Queen for " leave 
to make an Act that they (the • monopolies) might be of 
no more force, validity, or effect, than they are at Com- 
mon Law, without the strength of her prerogative ;" and 
that " every member of the house who found himself, his 
town or country grieved" should be invited to " put in 
in fair writing such exceptions against monopolies as he 
would justify to be true" in the Committee ; and that 
" the Speaker should deliver them with his own hands ;" 
—this motion was supported by Ba<5on in a long speech, 
as " the readiest course that could possibly be devised ;" 
and " so the house, it should seem, agreed thereunto."- 

REMARKS. 

In this case Lord Campbell has paid his critic the 
extraordinary compliment of adding a whole sentence ; 
with the intention however of justifying his error 
rather than correcting it. But he is much less fortu- 
nate in his insertions than in his omissions. He can- 
not easily strike a sentence out without reducing the 
number of his misstatements ; in putting a new sen- 
tence in he runs the risk of increasing it. In former 
editions^ after quoting the two sentences of Bacon's 
speech^ and another by Cecil in deprecation of inter- 
ference by bill with the prerogative, he proceeded 
thus : — " The House nevertheless showed such a de- 
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termined spirit that the Queen was compelled to 
yield/^ etc. And this was true. In the new volume 
(p. 70) he introduces the last sentence as follows : — 
" Bacon made an evasive attempt to support the abuse 
of monopolies, by pretending that the proper course 
was humbly to petition the Queen that she would ab- 
stain from granting monopoHes, instead of legislating 
against them; but the House showed such a de- 
termined spirit/' etc. How far the course which 
Bacon recommended is truly described as that of 
petitioning the Queen to abstain from granting mo- 
nopolies (the proposed prayer of the petition being 
that she would leave them to the course of the Com- 
mon Law), or the motion which he supported as ^' an 
evasive attempt to support the abuse of monopolies'' 
(being a motion for a committee to receive complaints 
against them from all members who had complaints 
to make, and to append those complaints to the peti- 
tion which was to be delivered by the Speaker to the 
Queen), the reader can judge for himself. The new 
error which the new sentence introduces is not so 
obvious, but it is this. As the story now runs, any 
one would suppose that Bacon's object had been de- 
feated by the determination of the House ; whereas 
the motion he supported was agreed to : and if Lord 
Campbell had read a page or two ftirther, he would 
have found that the House was in fact thrown into 
an ecstasy of gratitude by nothing more than a pro- 
mise from the Queen to do the very thing for which 
alone it was proposed to petition. 
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XXII. 
STATBMEKTS WHICH WB WSTD 7A0TB WHICH WB PHTD W THI 
IS LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 839). B00K8. 

That on the meeting of In Bacon's works J[iii. 
Parliament in November^ 359), compared with the 
1605, Bacon "once more Commons' Journals, pp. 
brought forward hi8 project 406-8, we find that on the 
for improving the law by ^th of March, 1609-10, he 
abolishing 'Wardship' and was commissioned bjr the 
the other grievances of 'Te- House to carry up ames- 
nure in chivalry.' " • sage to the Lords " moving 

them to join with the Com- 
mons in petition to the King to obtain liberty to treat of 
a composition with His Majesty for Wards and Tenures." 

By such a composition the law would no doubt have 
been improved ; but to caU it the bringing forward once 
more of Bacon^s project for improving the law, suggests 
a very false notion of the nature of both. 

REMARKS. 

Here, instead of " once more brought forward hu 
project/^ we now (p. 81) read, " again brought forward 
a project/^ which does certainly bring the statement 
a degree nearer to the fact. The difference between 
March, 1610, and November, 1605, being a difference 
of time merely, Lord Campbell of course taltes no 
notice of it, owing to the mental peculiarity above 
mentioned. 

XXIII. 

STATEMENTS WHICH WE PIKD TS • FACTS WHICH WE YIHTD IS TUB 
LOBD OAICFBBLL (p. 840-4). BOOKS. 

That on the promotion Eeferring to Ilaydn's 
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of Coke to the Common 
Pleas, and tbe appointment 
of Hobart as Attomey-Q«- 
nergl. Bacon " expressed 
such deep resentment that 
an expedient was proposed 
to create a vacancy by mak- 
ing Fleming (the Solicitor- 
General) a King^g Serjeant, 
with promise of further pro- 
motion ;" that " Fleming 
(a.d. 1607) absolutely re- 
fused to resign the Solicitor- 
ship, and there w^B a great 
disinclination to force him 
out after his useful, though 
not briUiant, services to the 
Crown in this and the pre- 
cedi|ig reign;" that "all 
parties were joyfully re- 
lieved from this embarrass- 
ment hy the opporttme death 
of Sir Lawrence Ta/nfield, 
Chief Justice of the King's 
Bench," who was "imme- 
diately" (25th June, 1607), 
succeeded by Fleming. 



book of dignities, we find 
that Fleming had been 
Chief Baron of the Ex- 
chequer since 1604; that 
on the 25th of June, 1607, 
Sir Lawrence Tanfield, then 
puisne Judge of the King's 
Bench, was made Chief Ba- 
ron; and that Fleming, then 
CJhief Baron, was made 
Chief Justice of the King's 
Bench, vacant by the death 
of Popham. 

It may be said that this 
is a trifling oversight, and 
may be completely rectified 
by putting Popham for 
Tanfield in the last part, 
and whoever was Solicitor- 
Oeneral in 1607 for Flem- 
ing in the first. But this 
ia not so. For Dodderidge, 
who was SoUcitor-G^neral, 
though he may possibly 
have refused to resign at 
first — and we must not sus- 
pect Lord Campbell of pure 



invention in so positive a 
statement — can hardly be said to have refused "abso- 
lutely," inasmuch as he did resign the Solicitorship in 
June, 1607, not to be promoted to the King's Bench, 
but to be made King's Serjeant, as proposed. We pre- 
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sume that Lord Campbell derived his informatian with 
regard to Bacon's "deep resentment" from the same 
source which informed him of Fleming's " absolute re- 
fusal*." 

, REMARKS. 

The mistakes in this case were of no great import- 
ance in themselves^ except as evidences of exceeding 
carelessness. But they were important in connexion 
with the statements (derived from Lord Campbell's 
private and exclusive sources of information) which 
lie so close beside them. They suggested a doabt 
whether^ when he did not even know the names of 
the people he was writing about^ his information as to 
their words and feelings could he entirely relied upon. 
Whether it was an apprehension of this that moved 
him, or whether it be that the diflTerence between one 
j,er«m and another is more reajinhis eyes than the 
difference between one time and another, I cannot 
say. But in this case he has for some reason con- 
descended to accept the ^Examiner's^ suggestions. The 
name of the Solicitor-General is now (p. 85) omitted: 
so is the whole passage concesiiing Fleming's ^^ abso- 
lute refusal/^ in place of which he now only infonns 

* In studying the relation between these statements and &ct«, 
we have often been reminded of a scene represented in our friend 
' Punch.' " Mr. Conductor," a very mild old gentleman was ssy* 
ing through the l^sudk window of an omnibus, " I should be greatly 
obliged to you if you would proceed. I have a very important en- 
gagement in the City, and I fear I shall be too late." *' Go along* 
Bill," shouts the conductor to the driver ; " here's a old cove inside 
a cussin'and a swearin* like any think." 
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US that '^ great difficuUies were experienced Jrom Mr. 
Solicitor^ s unwillingness to resign" (which is likely 
enough) : the name *' Papham" is substituted for the 
name '^ Sir Lawrence Tari^ldy^ and instead of being 
told that '^ Fleming was immediately appointed his 
successor/' we now only learn that ^' in consequence 
of the legal promotions which then took place" Bacon 
became solicitor. 

If Lord Campbell had but remembered to strike 
out the " deep resentment'* along with the rest, this 
one statement would have been really correct. 

XXIV. 
STATEMBinB WHICH WE VIST} FACTS WHICH WE VHTD IN THE 
IK IiOBD CAMPBELL (p. 344). ^ BOOKS. 

That Bacon " showed his In the Commons' Jour- 
gratitude (for being made nals (p. 336), we find that 
Solicitor-Gkneral in Jime, the speech in question was 
1607,) on the meeting of made on the 17th of Peb- 
Farliament, by a most ela- ruary, 1606-7 ; four months 
borate speech in favour of . before his appointment, 
the Union," etc. 

REMARKS. 

Here Lord Campbell shows at last some perception 
of the difference between Before and After. He has 
actually altered a tense from the imperfect to the pre- 
ter-pluperfect. Instead of '' The new Solicitor showed 
his gratitude on the meeting of Parliament by making 
a most elaborate speech in favour of the Union. . . . 
He now strongly pressed that, as a preliminary step, 
Parliament would at any rate naturalize their north- 
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em fellow-subjects:'' we now read (p. 89), ''the new 
Solicitor, who had made a most elaborate speech in fa- 
vour of the Union with Scotland. . • . now strongly 
pressed/' etc. This change can only have been in- 
duced by a recognition of the truth that a speech 
could not have been made in February out of grati- 
tude for a favour conferred in the following June; 
and is so far satisfactory. In other respects it is less 
promising; and does in fact introduce a new error 
without getting rid of the old one. According to the 
new reading, the speech in favour of the union had 
been made, — i, e, at a former meeting of Parliament,— 
and the speech in favour of naturalization was made 
now, — i. e, at the meeting next after Bacon's appoint- 
ment as Solicitor. But if Lord Campbell will look 
again, he will find that the '' elaborate speech in &• 
vour of the union" is the speech in favour of natura- 
lization ; and therefore to put one in the past and the 
other in the present or future must be wrong. If he 
wishes to set the matter really right, let him change 
now into and, and omit who ; which, as he has already 
given up the insinuation about ' gratitude,' he can do 
without any further sacrifice. 

XXV. 

STATEMENTS WHICH WB MNJ> PACTS WHICH WB PIKD IK TBI 
IN LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 350). BOOKS. 

That in the Parliament In Brown Willis's No- 

of 1614, the question whe- titia Parliament aria we 9^i 

ther Bacon being Attorney- that the Christian name of 

General could sit in the the Mr. Duncombe, who 
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House of Commons, was raised this question, was 
raised by "a Mr, T. Dun- Edward; and that he was 
eombcy famous for adventvr member for TcmstocJc; and 
roibs motions, hut rcUiher a not the member for Eins- 
popular character.^ ' bury, for whom Lord Camp- 

bell appears to have mis- 
taken him. 

Perhaps we ought to let this pass as a joke : yet we 
hardly know ; for in Lord Campbell's Life of Lord King 
(iv* p. 643), we find him speaking of "the celebrated 
Jeremy Bentham," as having been " a young barrister" 
during the latter years of Lord King's Chancelloirship, 
that is, before November 19, 1733 ; and in that case he 
is evidently not joking. 

4 REMARKS. 

I hare already observed that Lord Campbell is 
much more foiinmate when he simply omits, than 
when he alters or adds. This is a good instance in 
illustration : for here (p. 97) by merely substituting 
" a Mr. Duncomie^' for the words in italics, he suc- 
ceeds in correcting the statement completely. As'the 
sentence stands in the new volume I am not aware 
that any exception can be taken to it. 

XXVL 

STATElf EirrS WHICH WE YISD IN PACTS WHICH W^ TDTD IK THE 
LOBD CAMPBELL (p. 864, note). BOOE0« 

That- with reference to Turning to the letter it- 

the great case De rege irir self (v. 366), we find .the 

<;(m«i^Z^(7, Bacon wrote a let- mamier in which he had 

ter to the King " giving an tried to " frighten the 

account of the manner in judges" (if that must be 
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wMch on this occasion he 
had tried to frighten the 
judges, ^^ And the letter 
itself, or what seems meant 
to be taken for it, follows. 
" Sir, — I do perceive that I 
have not only stopped but 
almost turned the stream, 
and I see how things cool 
by this, that the judges, 
who were wont to call so 
hotly upon the business, 
when they had heard, of 
themselves took a fortnight 
to advise what they will do. 
Yet because the times are 
as they are," etc. (And 
this is the only part of the 
extract which relates to the 
manner in which Bacon had 
dealt with the judges.) 



the word) more particu- 
larly explained. 

"For that of the Sege 
ineonsulto, I argued the 
same in the King's Bench 
on Thursday last. There 
argued on the other side 
Mr. George Crook, the 
judge's brother, an able 
book-man, and one that was 
manned forth with all the 
furniture that the Bar could 
give him (I will not say tbe 
Bench), and with the stndj 
of a long vacation. I was 
to answer, which hath a 
mixture of the sudden. 
And of myself I wiQ not 
nor I cannot say anything, 
but that my voice served 
me well for two hours and 



a half; and that those that 
understood nothing could tell me that I lost not one 
auditor that was present in the beginning, but that he 
staid till the latter end. If I should say more, there 
were too many witnesses, for I never saw the Court more 
full, that might disprove me. 

" My Lord Coke was pleased to say that it was a fa- 
mous argument." 

Then after mentioning some conversation which passed 
between him and Coke, he proceeds in the words quoted 
by Lord Campbell, down to "what they will do," and 
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goes on (in words not quoted) " by which the term will 
be near at an end ; and I know they little expected to have 
the matter so beaten doion with hook-law, upon which my 
argument wholly went : so that every mean student was 
satisfied." 

REMARKS. 

This being merely an unjust insinuation founded 
upon a garbled quotation^ Lord Campbell sees no 
harm in it^ and leaves it exactly as it was (p. 117^ 
note) . By '^ garbling/' I mean^ not the laudable prac- 
tice of selecting for quotation those words only which 
bear upon the question in hand^ but that of omitting 
words with which (as here and in No. xiii.) or intro- 
ducing words without which (as in No. xviii.) the 
passage quoted would have seemed to contradict, or 
at least not to support, the proposition in proof of 
which it is adduced. 

XXVII. 

STATEMSKTS WHICH WE FIITD FACTS WHICH WE FllTD IN THE 

IN LORD CAMPBELL (p. 384). BOOKS. 

That Buckingham, in Turning to the collection 

writing to Bacon in favour of letters from which Lord 

of parties who had causes Campbell derives this im- 

before him, " at first used portant fact, we find that of 

the qualification ' as far as thirty letters addressed by 

may stand with justice or Buckingham to Bacon in 

equity,' or ' so far as your favour of parties who had 

Lordship may see him («t(?) suits before him, — and we 

grounded upon equity or can find no more, — there 

reason :'.... but he after- are — 
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VWumi sacli Wiik sodt 
CUuue. CUue. 


In 1617 


... 8 .. 


. 4 


1618 


... 6 .. 


. 8 


1619 


... 1 .. 


. 4 


1620 


... .. 


. 3 


1621 


... 1 .. 


. 



wards omitted these decent 
forms, and pretty plainly 
intimated that he was to 
dictate the decree." 



We find also that of the six cases in 1618 in which the 
qualifying clause is omitted, one contains themks for the 
pains which Bacon had taken in hearing a cause which 
. had gone agamst the party in whose favour Buckingham 
writes ; another asks merely that the party may bare i 
fortnight's freedom from restraint (under security to gire 
himself up at the end of the time) that he may follow hb 
business in person: and a third asks only for ''a full 
arbitration and final end ;" — that the one such letter in 
1619 only asks that Bacon will himself examine into the 
case of a foreigner, who was perplexed by the shifting 
of his cause from court to court : — and that the one in 
1621 asks only for '* a frdl and fair hearing and speedy 
despatch." 

As for any dictation of decrees y we find no hint of such 
a thing in any of them. 

REMARKS. 

In this case there is just room for a charitable hope 
that Lord Campbell did not understand the nature of 
the objection* For though by introducing three un- 
necessary changes (p. 144) he seems to show a desire 
to correct the error if he knew how, they none of 
them touch the point in question. Before '^ qualifi- 
cation'' he inserts " transparent" (to which I have no 
objection, though it was sufficiently implied already) ; 
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before ^^ omitted" he inserts "often entirely" (which 
is perhaps rather an improvement); and ior " inti- 
mated" he substitutes " hinted" (which makes no dif- 
ference) . Now the mistake lay, and continues to lie, 
in the words at first and afterwards , as the 'Exa- 
miner* meant no doubt to indicate by printing at first 
in italics ; and these are left as they were. The state- 
ment implied, and still implies, that Buckingham 
used the qualifying clause more frequently at first 
than afterwards, from which it would be fairly inferred 
that Bacon showed more subserviency afterwards 
than at first ; that he was growing, as bad people ge- 
nerally do, worse with time ; whereas the dates of the 
letters show that the change was exactly in the oppo- 
site direction. If we leave out of consideration the 
five letters which are not really of the nature in ques- 
tion, we find that in the first year (1617) the letters 
which contained no qualifying clause are to the others 
as three to four; in the second year as three to 
eight ; and that in the third, fourth, and fifth they dis- 
appear entirely. And this fact is reaUy Of great im- 
portance, for it accords exactly with another fact of 
similar importance in Bacon^s impeachment, namely, 
that few or none of the offences laid to his charge were 
less than two years old. 

xxvni. 

STATEMENTS WHICH WE TIND PAOTS WHICH WB FIND IN THE 

IN XiOBD CAMFBEIiL (p. 388). BOOKS. 

That the Lord Treasurer Turning to " letter Nov. 
Suffolk and his wife—being 13, 1619" (v. 522), we find 
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convicted in the Star Cham- 
ber of " trafficking with the 
public money" — ^were, on 
the advice of Sir E. Coke, 
who presided, ordered to 
be imprisoned and fined 
£30,000 — a sentence too 
mild for the Chancellor, 
who told the King that 
' Coke on this occasion had 
done his part excellenth/, 
but pursued his own con- 
stant course — activity in 
detecting the offence and 
moderation in punishing the 
ofiender.' " For the words 
which are quoted within in- 
verted commas, we are re- 
ferred to " letter November 
13, 1619." 

It is but just to Lord 
Campbell to suppose that he never saw the letter firom 
which he professes to quote. He took the words no 
doubt from Mr. Montagu's Life, p. ccxxvi. — " they were 
sentenced to imprisonment and fine, not according to 
the judgement of Sir JEdward Coke, of £100,000, but 
of £30,000. Bacon commended Coke to the King aB 
having done his part excellently (see letter 13 Nov. 
1619, vol. xii. p. 77), but pursued his own constant 
course, activity in detecting the ofience, and moderation 
in punishing the offender." 

We must add however that Lord Campbell, to entitle 



that it runs in these words : 
" My Lord of Suffolk's 
cause is this day sentenced. 
My lord and his lady fined 
together at £30,000, with 
imprisonment in the Tower 
at their own. charge. Bing- 
ley at £2,000 and "com- 
mitted to the Fleet. Sir 
Edward Coke did* his part, 
I have not heard him do 
better, and heffcm tvith afne 
of £100,000, but the judges 
first, and most of the rest, 
reduced it as before. I 
do not disHke that things 
passed moderately ; and, all 
things considered, it is not 
amiss, and might easily have 
been worse." 
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himself to the excuse of having been misled by Mr. 
Montagu's ambiguous English, should have quoted Mr. 
Montagu himself, not his reference. 

REMABKS. 

I have already observed that Lord Campbell is 
always ready to correct those of his misstatements 
into which he has been betrayed by a misunderstand- 
. ing of Mr. Montagu. In this instance accordingly he 
has accepted (I think for the second time) the full 
benefit of the criticism^ and by substituting (p. 150) 
Bacon's words for Mr. Montagu's^ has succeeded in 
remoying the objection enl^rely. As this passage 
stands in the new volume, I believe the only exception 
that can be taken is to the word "presided" as appUed 
to Coke. According to the order of proceeding in 
the Star Chamber, the councillor who was lowest in 
rank delivered his opinion first. Coke being at this 
time the lowest {Le, the last sworn in) began, but 
certainly did not preside. This however being an 
error which the 'Examiner' had neglected to point 
out, Lord Campbell could not be expected to rec- 
tify it. 



''And now,'' (continues the ' Examiner ' in conclu- 
sion) "having exhausted our time, our space, and 
our patience, and, though we have not produced a 
third part of our evidence, having as we suppose 
proved our point, we may stop. Were it necessary we 
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cotild fill as many columns more with statements as 
distinctly contrary to the evidence as those we have 
produced. We could set forth a list^ nearly as long 
probably^ of statements equally positive^ which^ though 
we cannot quote evidence distinctly contradicting 
them^ we are confident that Lord Campbell cannot 
quote a tittle of evidence to justify. We dould cite at 
least one description of a law treatise^ silently adopted 
from Mr. Montagu^ and so inapplicable that we can 
hardly believe that Lord Campbell has even seen it ; 
and more than one criticism upon moral and histori- 
cal treatises^ which make it impossible to believe that 
he has read them through. And by exhibiting a col- 
lection of Lord Campbell^s versions of &cts and Mr. 
Devey's versions of Lord Campbell, set forth side by 
side in parallel colums, we could show to the satisfac- 
tion of everybody (except perhaps the authors) how 
rapidly all truth is lost sight of when one careless or 
ambitious writer follows blindly the authority of an- 
other. 'But we suppose it will be thought that we 
have done enough.'' 

REMARKS. 

I said I would leave the conclusion to the reader's 
judgement ; and if he has accompanied me thus far, 
he is now fully qualified to judge. Whether Lord 
Campbell can be relied upon as a reporter of &ctB, is 
the question. The evidence to the contrary has been 
set forth fully and clearly enough to make the ar- 
gument intelligible even to those who know no more 
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i>ll the subject than is here laid before them. The 
authorities appealed to are sufficiently accessible^ and 
the references sufficiently pjecise, to make the verifi- * 
cation both of the 'Examiner's' statements and my 
own an easy task. And if there be any one whom 
the proofs abready produced have failed to convince, to 
offer him more of the same kind, though easy, would 
be useless. 

Of Lord Campbell's general view of Bacon's life 
and character, (being merely a coarse version of Mr. 
Macaulay's, which was itself only ^ exaggerated 
version of the popular view,) it would be a waste of 
time to say anything. Bacon's own character is in- 
deed a subject much more interesting than that of 
any of his biographers ; but it should be discussed 
either by itself, or with reference to the opinions of 
some one who has at least wished and tried to under- 
stand it. 



THE TEND. 



PRIHTXD BT 

JOHN BDWABD TAYLOK, LITTLK UUKKM STKBET, 

UirCOLM's INir riBLDS. 



Ileabing for CrafetUers^ 



NEW LIBEAEY OF RAILWAY LITEBATURE. 

Primied in a clear and legible type^ expressly adapted 
to the cowvenience of EaUway TraneUere. 

"nuiVB nr lov&ab bot patbvacti. yiab."— 2^»ZZtM. 

IN introducing to the notice of the Public a new Series oi 
Railway literature, the Publishers desire to explain briefly 
the course which it is their intention to pursue. 

The above title — ^Reading fob Tbavellebs — ^may suf- 
ficiently express the principal object in view. From this, 
however; it must not be assumed that the Series it denomi- 
nates will be adapted to the wants of travellers only, or 
intended merely to wile away an idle hour by lessening the 
tedium of a railway journey. On the contrary, it is the 
wish of the Publishers to present Works of permanent 
value, rather than of merely ephemeral attraction, afford- 
inginstruction whilst ministering to amusement. 

The Series will consist of original works on subjects ot 
novelty and interest, together with reprints of others, whose 
merits may have been obscured by time or neglect, or which, 
&om circumstances, have not received a due share of public 
notice. It is also part of the present plan to reproduce in 
a s&ghtly altered form, Essays and Reviews which have ap- 
peared n*om time to time in the best Periodical Literature 
of the day, accessible to the Publishers — ^the value of which 
may justify their republication, and at the same time pro- 
mote the chief object of the undertakini^. 

Without presumption, therefore, the Publishers con- 
fidently hope to produce a series of Works of such sterling 
literary excellence, variety, and interest, edited with scru- 
pulous care and correctness, as to merit and obtain public 
favour. 

As a general rule, the quantity of letter-press in each 
volume will be about a Hundred Pages, and the price 
One Shilling; but where the matter cannot be comprised 
withia that space, enlarged volumes will be issued, at a 
proportionate price. The Series will be printed uniformly, 
m a clear and legible type, and so arranged as when bound 
to form handsome volumes for the library. At the same 
time each Work will be complete in itself; 
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. OLD EOADS AND NEW EOADS. 

' FBIOB 0KB BHILLIirG. 

NOTICES OF THE PRESS. 

The Daily News, 
** Knowledge »nd amiuement are verr happily blended together, and the 
reader who £di hia aoquaintanoe with tne historr ot roads increased at the 
end of hit journey, will also find his available funa of aneodote augmented." 

The Litera/ry Gazette. 
"The book contains little more than a hundred paces, and might be read 
during the journey by the express train between Lra'don and Brighton ; bnt 
BO suggestive is every paffe, that an intelligent and imannative reader will 
not reach the end till tne Dook has been many an hour in nis hands." 

The jEconomiat, 
** This is a pleasant book, somewhat quaint, particularly the preflsoe, but 
fltll of amusing and instructive reading.'^ 

The Atlas. 
**^ If the othfer volumes of the series are equal to the present in intereet and 
value, we think we may safelv predict a very extensive popularity for the 
enterprise. . . . The author nas collected from all manner of ounoos and 
ont-of'the-way sources materials for his book, and it reads like one of old 
Montaigne's JSssays." 

The Leader, 
" A charming volume of curious and learned gossip, such as would have 
riveted Charles Lamb by its fine scholarlr tone and Its discursive wealth. 
If the other volumes are up to this mark, the series will be by for the best of 
the many which now make Literature the luxury of the poor." 

The Garijleners* Ohrofdole. 
** Exactly the book for the amvsement of a man of education. Lively and 
learned, poetical and practical. This book is to the scholar fatiguea with 
tvash like a bottle of rich Hungarian ^ine to a man who has been ooodenmed 
to the thin potations of France and the Bheingan." 

The Gateshead Observer. 
" Old Boadi and Neto Eoads. — (Chapman and Hall, London.) No. I. of 
* Beading for Travellers.' A first-rate little volume, printed with large type, 
and just the thing for a railway ride. The publishers have acted wisely m 
calling to their aid a scholar and a writer of tne highest order." 

The Leicestershire Merourv. 
" Messrs. Chapman and Hall have re-entered the field of Baflway Litera- 
tore, and have very fittingly commenced their series of * Beading for Tra> 
vellm ' with a graphic historical sketch of Old Boad$ cmd New Boada. It 
is at once scholarly and popular in style and content*- — yet free from the 
slightest tinge of pedantry or afibctation. The narrative is by no means a 
mere dry record of facts and dates. It is abundantly diversified and relieved 
with illustrative anecdotes and sprightly observations— philosophy and plea- 
santry combining with genuine erudition to make this one of the most useftil 
and entertoiningof the volumes of railway reading with which we have met." 
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